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Sharks 

Claims I to 9 were pending in the present application. Applicant ha» amended claims 1 

and 2. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1 to 3, 5, 8 to 9 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,354,747 («lrie et al."). Applicant has amended claim 1, 
which now recites: 

L An optical assembly, comprising: 

a package including an optoelectronic component; 

an alignment feature mounted to a surface of the padcage; and 

a sleeve defining a single bore with a constant inner diameter, wherein 
the alig nment feature and a ferrule of a fiber optic connector are inserted 
into opposite ends of the bore to be aliened relative to each other . 

Claim 1 (emphasis added). Applicant submits that We et al. does not disclose a sleeve having "a 
single bore with a constant inner diameter/* Claim L 

In most embodiments, Irie et al. discloses an alignment sleeve with a bore for receiving a 
fezTule and an insertion hole of varying inn^ diameter for receiving a head of an optical module* 
For example, in Figs. 1 and 2, an aligmnent sleeve 8 includes a bore 8b for receiving a ferrule 50 
and an insertion hole 8a for receiving a tcont end part 2a of a bead portion 2 of au optical module. 
Insertion hole 8a has a truncated cone shape so that it inner diameter decreases within alignment 
sleeve 8. Similar configurations are found in Figs. 4A. 5 A, 5B, 5D, 6, 7A, 1 OA, 1 OB, 1 DC, 1 3 A, 
13B, l4A,and 14B. 

In some embodiments, Irie et al. discloses two bores of differeat inner diametCTS for 
receiving the fcmile and the head of an optical module. For example, assuming for argument's 
sake that an insertion hole 40 in Fig. 8B has a constant inner diameter, alignment sleeve SL 
nonetheless has a bore 38 and a bore 40 with difiFerent inner diameters. Similar configurations are 
found in Figs. 9B and 17. Accordingly, amended claim 1 is patentable over Irie et al. 

Claims 2 to 3, 5, 8 to 9 depend firom amended claim 1 and are patentable over Irie et aL for 
at least the same reasons that claim 1 is patentable. 
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61Q3(a>ReiecHQna 

The Exammer rejected claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Irie et 
al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,652,158 ("Bartur et al.*0- Claim 4 depends ftom amended claim 1 
and is patentable over the cxTmbincd references for at least the same reasons claim 1 is patentable. 

The Examiner rejected claims 6 and 7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Irie et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,195,1 56 ("Freeman et al."). Claims 6 and 7 depend 
fix>m amended claim 1 and are patentable over the combined references for at least the same 
reasons claim 1 is patentable. 



In summaiy, claims 1 to 9 were peading in the above-identified application. Applicant has 
amended claims 1 and 2. For the above reasons, Applicant respectfully requests allowance of 
claims 1 to 9. Should the Examiner have any questions, pleaise call the undesigned at (408)382- 
0480x206. 
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Respectfully submitted. 
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